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Lawyers Wanted — Not Jurists. — When Lord Chief Justice Coleridge was 
in this country, says the Indiana Law Journal, he had a conversation with Senator 
Hoar, of Massachusetts, in which he said that a jurist was a man who knew a 
little about the laws of every country but his own. The course of instruction pur- 
sued in some law schools indicate that the object of the training of a student in 
such institutions is to make them jurists rather than lawyers. The new departure 
at Harvard Law School, in which it is the purpose to commit the entire work of 
instruction to law students and jurists rather than lawyers, is a step in this line. 
In our opinion it will never do. A vast majority of those coming to the profes- 
sion have neither time nor the money to spend in a four years' course at a law 
school. A student of the Yale Law School said that Edward J. Phelps stated, 
during one of his lectures there, that if there is stuff in a young man to make a 
successful lawyer, it was a waste of time for him to spend more than two years at 
a law school. If the object of teaching at a law school is to qualify a young man to 
write essays and books on legal topics, rather than to practice law, the longer he 
studies in a law school the better. But with a great majority of the eight or ten 
thousand law students attending the law schools of the country, the object is to 
qualify themselves for the active and practical work of the profession ; in other 
words, when a young man receives his diploma and hangs out his sign, he wishes 
to be able to attend promptly and intelligently to the business of the clients as 
they call upon him. This business will, in all probability, be of a miscellaneous 
character. He may be called upon to write partnership agreements, contracts of 
sale, deeds, mortgages, wills; he may be asked to procure probate of wills ; he may 
be asked to conduct partition proceedings and proceedings for the sale of real 
estate by guardians, trustees, executors and administrators — but it is not necessary 
to extend the list. It would be very embarrassing to him, being a graduate of 
Harvard, for instance, to have a client call upon him, willing to pay a fee for the 
transaction of some business, to ascertain that he is utterly unfit to undertake the 
case from his lack of knowledge of the decisions and statutes and modes of pro- 
cedure in his own State, while his mind might be stuffed to repletion with the 
studies covered by the course of his Alma Mater. It is for this reason that we in- 
sist that a two years' course of study in a law school located in this State, where 
the student intends to practice his profession, under instructors who not only know 
the law, but have been engaged in active practice, can best prepare for a successful 
career. In other words, the object of the instruction should be to make lawyers, 
rather than jurists. — National Corporation Reporter. 



Constitutional Law — Freedom of Contract — Corporations. — The Kan- 
sas Court of Appeals has sustained the constitutionality of an act applying in its 
terms only to corporations or trusts employing ten or more persons, which forbids 
payment of wages exeept by lawful, money of the United States or by check or 
draft upon active account. Hann v. State, 54 Pac. 130. 

The validity of the statute was attacked for want of uniformity, for violation of 
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the Fourteenth Amendment, and for repugnance to the State Bill of Eights, pro- 
viding that '' all men are possessed of equal and inalienable natural rights, among 
which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness." The court says : " We be- 
lieve no case has been pointed out where such an enactment has been unqualifiedly 
declared to be a valid exercise of the police powers of the State in respect to natural 
persons," and proceed to sustain the act solely on the reserved right of the State 
to amend charters of corporations. These artificial persons, the court points out, 
except for the powers granted them by the legislature, could make no contracts 
whatever. Surely, then, it is competent for the State to specify what kinds of 
contracts they may make. Laws to prevent the withholding of wages or the im- 
position of a fine by the employer for imperfect work, laws providing for payment 
of employees at specified times, "Screen Acts," laws prescribing notices ot dis- 
charge, and these "Truck" or "Scrip" or "Company-store" acts, all fall in 
much the same category. All constitute a technical violation of the freedom of 
contract, as applied to the individual, at least, and in case of all the same diffi- 
culty is found of formulating a uniform rule of application. The distinction made 
by the Kansas court, between corporations and individuals, as to the liability of 
their contracts to State interference, is not in accord with the majority of decisions. 
San Antonio & A. P. B. v. Wilson, 19 S. W. (Tex. ) 910 (1892), declared uncon- 
stitutional, for want of uniformity, a statute prescribing the time of payment of 
railway employees, although the Texas constitution has no provision against class 
legislation. Braceville Coal Co. v. People, 35 N. E. (111. ) 62 (1893), pronounced 
invalid a similar law applying to all corporations for profit. The decision was 
based on a provision of the Illinois constitution (sec. 2, art. 2), which follows the 
Fourteenth Amendment, to the effect that "no person can be deprived of life, lib- 
erty or property, except by due process of law." The court observes "the re- 
striction of the right to contract, affects not only the corporation, and restricts its 
right to contract, but that of the employee as well. " The result reached by the 
court was founded partly, however, on a provision of the Illinois constitution for- 
bidding the amendment of corporate charters by special laws. Codeharles v. Wigle- 
man, 113 Pa. 437 (1886), and Showalterv. Ehlan, 5 Pa. (Super.) 242, 248 (1897), 
sweepingly condemn all such legislation as "an insulting attempt to put the laborer 
under legislative tutelage," violating his inalienable right as an Anglo-Saxon to 
contract to be paid in company-store orders, if, upon one consideration, he con- 
siders it to his interest so to do. The court did not discuss the question of the 
economic compulsion which circumstances place on the laborer, more effectually 
destroying his boasted "Anglo-Saxon" freedom of contract than even this pro- 
posed "socialistic" legislation could do. Wheeling Bridge & T. B. Co. v. Cilmore, 
8 Ohio C. C. 658 (1894), says: "The liberty of making contracts is absolutely 
essential to the acquisition, possession and enjoyment of property;" "the police 
power of the State extends to matters only affecting the public welfare [sic], the 
health, safety, and morals of the people " and " beyond this [i. e., the police power] 
the State cannol interfere with the dealings and contracts of such companies with 
the employees who are sui juris, any farther than it lawfully can with those of 
other employers of labor." Hancock v. Yaden, 121 Ind. 366 (1889), sustained a 
statute requiring miners to be paid only in lawful money. No attempt was made 
to distinguish corporations from natural persons, in applying the act. In State v. 
Loomis, 22 S. W. (Mo.) 350 (1893) the act in question forbade manufacturing 
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and mining corporations to issue any wage orders payable otherwise than in lawful 
money. The court held the law unconstitutional. Barclay, J., dissented, how- 
ever, on similar grounds to those given by Mr. Justice Holmes, dissenting, in 
Comm. v. Perry, 155 Mass. 117 (1891). These learned justices both would justify 
such legislation on the " police power" of the State to provide against fraud. The 
legislature has a right to interfere in behalf of a weak or ignorant class, and to 
deprive certain classes of employers of a contract right which they are using, in 
the opiniod of the legislature, for a dishonest purpose. This applies both to cor- 
porations and natural persons. The Supreme Court of Massachusetts seems to 
have come around to Mr. Justice Holmes' views. Opinions of Justices, 1 63 Mass. 
589 (1895). 

On the other hand, in Bhode Island, a weekly payment law applying only to 
employees of corporations was upheld in State v. Brown Co., 25 Atl. (E. I.) 246 
(1892), on the same grounds as those stated in the principal case. Leep v. B., 25 
S. W. (Ark.) 75 (1894), sustained a weekly payment act as to corporations, but 
held invalid as regards natural persons. In State v. Qoodwill, 33 W. Va. 179, 
25 Am. St. Rep. 863, note (1891), a "Script Act," applying only to mining and 
manufacturing corporations, was declared void, as class legislation. Another act, 
however, applying to all corporations " engaged in any trade or business " was sus- 
tained in State v. Coal Co., 36 W. Va. 802 (1892), partly because corporations are 
creatures of the State, receiving extraordinary powers, and hence subject to extra- 
ordinary restrictions, and partly because "the public tranquility and the good and 
safety of society demand, where the number of employees is such that specific con- 
tracts with each laborer would be improbable, if not impossible, that in general 
contracts justice shall prevail as between operator and miner" and" .... that 
all opportunities for fraud shall be removed." And further "once concede that 
the coal industry is a proper subject for the exercise of police regulation, and it 
follows, by all the authorities, that the legislature and not the courts, is to judge 

of the propriety and reasonableness of any given regulation " One 

judge expresses his opinion that the act would apply constitutionally to natural 
persons as well, but, of course, the case determines no more than the validity of 
the act as it stands. See, also, McAunich v. B., 20 la. 343 (1866) ; B. v. Haley, 
25 Kans. 35 (1881) ; Shaffer v. Mining Co., 55 Md. 74 (1874), which upheld 
similar acts. 

The first tendency of the courts to pronounce unconstitutional, all legislation 
restricting the freedom of contract, seems now to be changing, much to the horror 
of those who live in dread of state Socialism, "the coming slavery." 

In this connection the English "Truck Act" is of interest. (1 <& 2 William 
IV., cap. 37 ; 22 St. at Large, 484, 490.) This act inflicts penalties in a number of 
special trades on any settlement of wages by way of barter. Of course, no distinc- 
tion between natural and corporate persons is made in England. Written guaran- 
ties of natural rights do not there fetter the legislature. See Mr. W. Stanley 
Jevon's "The State in Relation to Labor," p. 10, et seq. Parliament, in passing 
an act does not bother about abstract metaphysical rights. It simply inquires 
whether the wrong is so great as to make the remedy worth while. On the general 

question, see Stincon's "Handbook to the Labor Laws of the U. 8.," chap. 2. 

American Law Register. 
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The Bankrupt Law — Order Arranging Counties op the Western Dis- 
trict op Virginia — Referees. — The subjoined order, arranging the counties of 
the Western District of Virginia into districts and divisions and appointing ref- 
erees for each district, under the United States Bankruptcy Act, has been entered 
by Judge Paul, Judge of the United States Court for that district. 

The order, as published in the daily press, contained several errors. The copy 
below has been carefully compared with the original record at Harrisonburg, and 
may be accepted as a true copy. 

Judge Paul seems to have been singularly judicious in the appointment of referees. 

the order. 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 34, chapter 5, of an act of Congress, en- 
titled "An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, approved July 1, 1898," it is 

Ordered, That the several counties and cities comprising this judicial district 
be, and the samt re hereby, arranged, until the further order of the court, into 
territorial divisions, to be called divisions and districts, as follows, to-wit: 

.First — Harrisonburg Division. 

1st District — The city of Winchester and the counties of Frederick, Clarke, 
Warren and Rappahannock. 

2d District — The counties of Shenandoah and Page. 

3d District — The counties of Rockingham, Greene and Madison. 

4th District — The city of Staunton and the counties of Augusta and Highland. 

6th District — The city of Buena Vista and the counties of Rockbridge, Bath, 
Botetourt and Alleghany. 

All petitions in bankruptcy from any of said counties and cities will be filed 
with the clerk of this court at Harrisonburg. 

Second — Lynchburg Division. 

6th District — The city of Charlottesville and the county of Albemarle. 
7th District — The counties of Nelson, Amherst, Appomattox and Buckingham. 
8th District — The counties of Fluvanna and Cumberland. 
9th District — The city of Lynchburg and the counties of Campbell and Bedford. 
10th District — The city of Roanoke and the counties of Roanoke and Craig. 
All petitions in bankruptcy from any of said counties and cities will be filed 
with the clerk of this court at Lynchburg. 

Third — Danville Division. 

11th District — The city of Danville and the counties of Pittsylvania, Halifax 
and Charlotte. 

12th District — The counties of Henry, Patrick and Franklin. 

All petitions in bankruptcy from any of said counties and cities will be filed 
with the clerk of this court at Danville. 

Fourth — Abingdon Division. 
13th District — The city of Radford and the counties of Montgomery, Giles and 
Floyd. 
14th District — The counties of Pulaski, Carroll and Wythe. 
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15th District — The city of Bristol and the counties of Washington, Smythe, 
Russell and Grayson. 

16th District — The counties of Scott, Lee, Dickenson and Wise. 

17lh District — The counties of Bland, Tazewell and Buchanan. 

All petitions in bankruptcy from any of said cities and counties will be filed 
with the clerk of this court at Abingdon. 

The Referees. 

It is further ordered that the following persons be, and are hereby, appointed 
referees in bankruptcy for the several districts aforesaid, respectively, to hold 
their offices, respectively, for the term of two years from the date hereof, in 
accordance with the provision's of the act of Congress aforesaid, to-wit : 

First District— Robert H. Turner, of Front Royal, Va. 

Second District — Robert J. Walker, of Mount Jackson, Va. 

Third District — Charles M. Keezle, of Harrisonburg, Va. 

Fourth District — T. K. Hackman, of Staunton, Va. 

Fifth District— E. M. Pendleton, of Lexington, Va. 

Sixth District — George Perkins, of Charlottesville, Va. 

Seventh District — W. C. Franklin, of Pamplin„ Va. 

Eighth District — L. O. Haden, of Palmyra, Va. 

Ninth District— R. C. Blackford, of Lynchburg, Va. 

Tenth District — G. H. Penn, of Roanoke, Va. 

Eleventh District — William D. Coleman, of Danville, Va. 

Twelfth District — L. S. Thomas, of Martinsville, Va. 

Thirteenth District— W. N. Ragland, of Radford, Va. 

Fourteenth District — Thornton L. Massie, of Pulaski, Va. 

Fifteenth District — D. F. Bailey, of Abingdon, Va, 

Sixteenth District — J. A. Hyatt, of Jonesville, Va. 

Seventeenth District — Wm. C. Pendleton, of Tazewell, Va. 

It is further ordered that each of said persons so appointed a referee in bank- 
ruptcy shall, within thirty days from the date hereof, qualify to enter upon the 
duties of his office by entering into a bond, payable to the United States, in the sum 
of one thousand dollars, with such sureties as shall be approved by the court, con- 
ditioned for the faithful performance of his official duties, and take the oath of 
office as required by the aforesaid act of Congress. 

It is further ordered that a certified copy of this order be sent to each of the other 
clerks of this court, who will enter the same upon his order-book. 

(Signed, ) John Paul, U. S. District Judge. 



